
May 12, 1955 

Dear Dave: 

Thank you for your let-. E&her and I would like to visit you at 
Cold Spring Harbor, if we oan work it out. However, our plane are still 
sonrewhat jumbled, and with varioue business and paruWl obligations, we 
won’t know until after welre in NY. 

The met pmbabla opportunity vould be on 3%nday, May22. yiie have to 
go ti Syracuse on an early flight (AA- 10:15) Monday morning; the Airline 
Guide is somewhat confused about this and I haven ’ t founzi whether this 
should be 743 from Newark or 71)5 from Lao. If the latter, it would be es- 
peciaUy uonvenient if we oould come out Sumiay aftermoon 2 and spend the 
night there- but this may depend on whether we can have a place to s&y, 
and uwl mana of getting to the airport the next AU. We will get in touch 
with you or Norton or both in NY. As leave Xadison ‘Wednesday; you can leave 
any message for us with Norton or Ruth Sager at Rockefeller, or possibly at 
the Barbizon Plaza Hotel. 

Aa to Hfr orosses, I have to asy first that most of qy single cell mrk 
has ha4 to bs with anothsr system than V?-1895 x fl-11'7'7; I've been using 
a multiple marked strain of anothsr wg line, which is morphologically dis- 
tinguishable from K4.2, as the F- parent. I did do a good deal of work with 
W-1895 x W-117’/, aa you know, but not a single cell bafs. Crosses here were 
diagnoeed in three ways: 8eleutingSr La+ rei3ombinante onE%iElLac a-- I call 
this 3r+ selection; deteoting the phenotypicalI,y distinct Lao+Qal+ reaombinanta 
in a setup Hfr#al-Lau+ x F-Xi.ttsC- on E&l3 Las (which has the advantage of 
leaving both paz~nts zlive); examining the charaeteristic~L~ly sectored Liy:+/- 
colonies on EM3 T*ao in Sl895 x Nl177; a few various others, e.g., Xyl+SR 
or Lm+V r. My aonoluslons are not greatly different from yours: mst (ab. 80%) 
of reco nd5 inants for any markers examined are Lac+Sr, or rather are included in 
the a- colonies which have W sr+; there was a progressive deorenae in the 
recovery of paratypic (from Hfr) uurkere ae linkage distance incrsaaed away from 
kc.-- taken together, them fmts ~uld irxiicate that there is a bias against 
the TL end of the Lac linkage group, again pre3uaabl.y a distal elimination 
since T and L thamselves are so regularly heteroaygous in diploids, &~BI@ and 
the* segre&ation from such heterozygo@e ie so peNurbed. I'am fairly sure now 
that the elinlinated segnmta iualuding CM.-Lp, on the one fa:sd, and M&l-S on the 
other are distinat from of14 snother; I haven’t dr;ftiitQ; concluded w&ether this 
&linked one is a third, or a manifestation of one of these (if interstitial). 

To aumrize, Eor your purposes, the sr+‘s (yours or mix) grobabxy measures 
most of the zygotea that yield any recombinants at all; it is impossible to 
p&i&x3ndq&m measure indepdtiently the zygotes that segreste to give o&y 
the ~parentals. In ray mating pairs, the incidence of detectible recombfnaats hss 
baen about 2%30%, but I can’t be 3ure whether the others were all proper zygote. 
or not. Hoping to 3ee you in NY, 


